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ABSTRACT

Two developmental stage theories concerned with moral
development (Kohlberg) and ego development (L.oevinger) were compared. .
Correlational relationships between the stages of each theory were
measured, and a contingency table that visually portrayed the
relationships between the stages was included. . The study was based on
two hypotheses: (1) There would be a high, positive correlation
between the Loevinger and Kohlberg stages; and (2) The ego
development test could be broken down into its various components,
The Kohlberg Morxral Development Test and the Loevinger Sentence
Completion Test were the instruments used for assessment, .Subjects
included a group of 11- 15-year-old middle-class children to tap the
lower ego levels, a group of young adults, clinical psychologists and
psychiatric social workers. Analysis of results supported the first
hypothesis, and the contingency table revealed clear parallels
between the two series. The second hypothesis, however, was rejected.
Discussion focused on characteristics of the instruments of
measurement and theoretical implications. . (DP)
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- (1966 {5 Lo 'mt"‘x, Wessler, &
l\o 1lbc o (1933, 1953) have presented (wo
i -ul:.‘.:ly Iﬂr:'-cd ¢ ‘\dnpvmwl stags theories with
‘.s" (v'url’p in buth the order and contend of the
Toldberg wag interested solely m the slages of moal

t; Losvinger, in the stages of 2go dunlop:.lc;‘.l.

3 P ieig fer,
! However, in the process of defining evo developmant,
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The study reported
20 development

not the tetality of, cgo development,
hera campared the stazes of the moral and ¢
theories to one another,
1 The invistigation of the'xulalious‘“na l)ct\'/‘en these two
W‘ stage theories was undertaken in Lwo ways, Quantitatively
%i the study aought_ to measure the degree of relationsiip
betwes
| set out lo generate a conlingency tabic visually portraying
8 the . relutionships between the verious stages of ego and
" mornl clculopmcnl It was thought that this table would
prowc, the opportunily to describe each stage of euch
¥ theory: in terms of lhc stages in the other iheory to which it
© corresponds..
Tvra sgeuﬁc hy pothcﬂ"s weré tested in the statistical
analyses of the data. They were as follows: (¢) Individuals
who score high on ege development will score high on
moral development; individuals who score Jow on ego
.develo;‘«'r ent will receive a low score on moral deve lop-
cint. A high, positive corvelation between the Loevinger
stages 2nd the Kohlberg stages was predicied. (b) The ego
d‘.vclupn‘*nt test could be broken down into its various
compontts
stems on tlm sentence cot \")ILUD'I test that, cither smﬂly cr
in coaibination; accounted fo_l the ubtained measure of the
relationship between the ego and moral development tests.
It was iheorized that 2 small number of stems that were

roviding t.n. moml ]c::clmﬂ in the Losvinger test would be
P 5 .

. Isolated.
Kollberg’s test of moml development was developed

I 8 over a deeade ago and has been successfully used-in a-

varicly of studics. It was hoped that through a detailed
comparison of “Loevingsr's ego development . test and
Kohllmw s moral d»\“ﬂopmbnt test, a necessary first step
was beiug taken with. respect to establishing the Loevinger
test as a wvalid and workable instrument for “future
o chavioral science research, : ‘
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m The design of the research called for obtaining
approximately equal nubers of Ss at each of the levels of
ego development-as measured by the lw\mml Sentenge
Compleion Test (LSCT). Al 85 were also-given the
Kollbery bosul De 'clopnunl Test (KMDTY. The lower ego
levels were tapped by lesting 11- and 13-yr.-old children.
The higher levels were fidled by testing groups of vauig
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Locvinger included moral developmeni as a facet of, but .

u the stages:of each theory. Descriptively the study__'

" three

. The rescarch was planned to identify those -

product-mbmeint corelation coeflicient: between the
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Sumple 1 consisled of 35 Ul-vr-old middie-class whife
Americea-bom childrén who wue attending the pudlic .
schoals in Alsip, Hi. There were 17 males and 18 females. -

Semipic 2 coasisted of 24 15-yr.-old middle-class white

-Americon-born children who were aiteuding the pt.blu.

schoals in Alsip, 1L There were 10 males and l~f {emales’

-Sam pi“ 3 consisted of 15 middle-class: vhite Amerizan-
born muale youna adults, Their'ages ranged from 20 to 27
with a ragan’age of 24.2. These were men who had atli:ndcd
high’ school in Al»m m.. '

Sumple 4 consisted of 14 members of the D»parlmm! of
Psychology, lilinois State Psychmtm Institute, Chicago.
There were 11 men and 5 women. They were all white
American-born individuals whose ages rangad from 26-to 60
with a mean age of 38.3. Seven of these Ss had obtuined
PhDs and the remaining 7 had either an MA in psychology

-or its equivalent.

Sample § consisted of five social workers from thestaff’
of the Department of Social Service, Illinois State
Psychiatric. Institute, Chicego. There were two males and
femaies. They were . all  white American-bom
individuals whose age range was ‘from 25 to 50 wilh a mean
age of 34.6. All had received the MSW deges.. _ .
Samiple 6 consisted of 14 graduate stud-'nt attending a .
course in counseling in Loyola University’s Masters in

- Pustoral Counseling Program. Thiere were S men and 9
““women. Their .ages ranged from 21 to 60 with a meart &ee

of 32.9. They were all while'and. American bom:, -

,Instnum‘nla aud Scornm‘.[et/mds . . o -

Each™S W'n gmn four of Rohlhnru s Moral Dilemmas
and " Locvinger’s Ego Development Sentence Completion
Test. Approximalely hall of.the Ss taok the-Kohlberg test
first ard half took the Loevinger test first. The Kohlberg
instrupient (Situations 1, 3, 4, and 8) was admmismrcd
individually while tie Lowmt' test was group administer-
ed for all samples except S”tmph, 3. The Ss. in Sample 3
came fiom & research project in which the LSCT had b ,
uuh\'ldu.ﬂiy administered. The administration matruct,o'ls )
for ali*Ss-were those sugzested Ly the authors of the test’
instrushents. All of the test administration and scoring was
done by trained examiners and trained raters. All ssoring -
was done out of context and according to the rules .

- deseribed in Loevirger's and Kohlberg’s scoring manuals.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. _

Rclationship betvecen the tests. The obtained Pearson
total
protozol rating on the LSCT and the global rating on the
KMDT was .80, showing that, with a high degree of
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rc-;"""ii" Bdviduads \""-n seored Bigh o ofre test tended

“to seord sty on e cther. tnly, those persons scoring
low wn one test l.,nm toxenre low on (he second.
Th Ll~l". = Hypothssis T wa '.“ coptad., B :

v by swege Conyarisons. The contingzney dabdle of

moral d"'rln men{ scores is-presented in Table 1.
A ostriking aspect of Tabls 1 was extent of
“correspandence between the Loevinger pure stages-(i.c,, |
D, 3,4, and 5) and the Kehiberg stages. Clzar paruliels
“beteeen (he two series emersed, They were Loovinger stage
2 with Kellberg staee 2; Locvinger Delfa with Kohlberg 3;
3witho 44 with S;and Swith 6. P o

The mosf important resul fu lrmd from 7 m!\. ' was that

all ego duc!upm it traisition  stages  were  virtually

" identical to the preceding stage with respect to distribution
of their moral dcvdopmcm scores.- In other words,
Cinidividuals who stored 374 on the LSCT cotdd not be
discriminated from individuals who scored. 3 on the LSCT
with respect to their moral development. The same could
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be said of {3 and D Ss and also 4/3 and 4 individuals. This.

important finding because rescarchérs working
“with the, 1.SCT and tlicory (including the

wias an
intensively
anthor) have'a
are differsnt. from 3s and that 4/5 individuals are
cltstmbms.mb!" from 4s on -the” basis of their- senlence
compl tion responses. Since this was. so, the following
“question had o be answered: “What was the basis for
differentiating the transitional phases’ from . the stages

prLchm\ them?” Bﬂscd upon tho data the answer was .
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Contmgcnvy T':hte i\o.ﬂoerc 'Iust w Loavm"er rest

ecp commmitiment to the belief that 3/4 Ss.

“preceded by the

manner. 1t s

L9

ciear. T rapsitionzal stages must have been distinguished o
preceding  stages on’ (e basis of - othier  Lalts or

*charmeteristics of 2g0 mvdu, wwnt thasides morad develop-

ment, Cardded one step Turther, this line of reasoning lul. to
the conclusion that the deve .upn'-‘m of moru! jus n'nenls is
d-‘véiomm nt of other cnn 'z!n' ties in the
transition from one ego level to the next. . ro
CThe worad fucior in f/.;, ey develon: mn' m.‘ The first

SR

L s{cp in teslisng - the ~second hypothesis was  to generate!

correlation coefficients balween the scores Lo each of- the
stenis on the LSCT and the global Kohlbery score. The
correlations ranged from .65 to 34'in a faidly continuous’
neither statistically hor theoretically
possi ible 10 specify a cut-off point and -argue that items
whose correls tions were above this level were .more
significantly reluted to the KOII“)LI‘"’ scores than'items with
lower correlations. The sccond 'mprmch attempied to |
* discover whether a small group cf stems was providing the
nioral factor in the ego cevalo')ment iest by employing
“stepwise mudtiple-reg rwss;on amalysas, By forcing each stenn .
to be first. iii the regression equation on sepurate computer
ruis, it wus poss lblﬂ to determine the- amount -that each
stem contributed -to; the prediction of the Kohiberg global
scores. The results Uf the analyses showed that all the {tems
on the LSCT were related to the Kohiberg test'in Such a,
‘way that - moral factor could not be isolated in the
responses to a limited: number of” stems o the LSCT. The.
econd typothesis of the study was thc.refan rejected.
The author believes that the results of this study are best
explained by the assumption that thete are changing
" cognitive-deveiopmental slrwcturea underlying both tests
cmployccl in thm rescarch. Jt can also be drnuec] that the
_changes in the ‘cognitive and ﬂfcwwe structures underlying
both tests represent hierarchical” r“emtegrauonc in

e -development of a master trait that can'ljustiﬁab!y be labeled
Loe . . \ ' Kohlbarg stage ego development, ,} : .
vingor | - . b : v i
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